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Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, MD 21701 

Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

Thank you for y®ur letter of January 4, 1991, concerning Shookstown 
Road. Unfortunately, there is a misunderstanding of the actions that 
led to the Shookstown Road traffic change. 

In the mid 1970's when the City's first comprehensive plan was 
developed, the two block area of Shookstown Road between Montevue Lane 
and Rosemont Avenue was designated to remain as a rural road with no 
improvements. That plan indicated that Montevue Lane would become an 
arterial and along with Shookstown Road, west of Montevue Lane, would 
serve the expanding area of Frederick as well as that traffic generated 
by the county residents. There has never been any plan to upgrade the 
rural road portion of Shookstown Road to carry any additional traffic 
than what it carried in 1975. 

This plan has been discussed by the Planning Commission in public 
hearings on a number of occasions as the area to the west has 
developed. In fact, it was from one of these discussions relating to 
an eight house subdivision being built across from the Conley Farm 
which precipitated an in-depth analysis of this two block section of 
Shookstown Road. This occurred in the last year and a half. 

Although there was testimony about the danger to children living in the 
area, the decision was based upon the comprehensive plan and the 
traffic using the road. It was not done, as you indicate, for the 
convenience of a few . 

Over the years, the concerns that led to this decision related to the 
uniqueness of the one-way bridge, the country lane portion between 
Montevue Lane and Baughman's Lane which we wanted to retain and the 
fact that a widening of the road would affect twelve houses, bringing 
the road bed to the front porches or front doors of these houses. 

It was our intention to begin the improvement of both Montevue Lane and 
the western portion of Shookstown Road this past fall, but we ran into 
some right-of-way problems. Then came the budgetary difficulties of 
the state, the county, and the city related to economic conditions, and 
these projects have now been put on hold until the economy turns 
around. 
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During the last year and a half, there has been considerable public 
discussion at numerous hearings relating to Shookstown Road and 
Montevue Lane. In my judgement, it would be appropriate to make 
Shookstown Road one-way north from Montevue Lane to Rosemont Avenue 
thus eliminating the left turn from Rosemont Avenue at all times. 
Board, however, saw differently. 
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Initially, they voted to close Shookstown Road at the bridge, and then 
relented and decided to eliminate the left turn from Rosemont Avenue 
during peak hours. Once the signs were in place, there was no 
enforcement for six weeks and a considerable number of drivers 
continued the left turn. Since that six week grace period, we have 
vigorously enforced the no left turn prohibition and will continue to 
do so. Tnere are two overhead signs and one sign on the corner which 
has a flasher attached. The first day of the enforcement, we put 
flares on Rosemont Avenue and had the police sitting in the middle of 
Shookstown Road with lights flashing. People still turned. One day, 
there was a barricade placed across the portion of the road and the 
people turned abound the barricade and proceeded on Shookstown Road. 

There have been news articles, announcements on the radio and a 
continuing message on channel 50 of cable television. I do not know 
what else the City can do to notify the public that a change has taken 
place. 



Since these are moving violations, the City gets none of the revenues 
from the fines. This all goes to the district court system. 

So you see from this explanation, a number of the suppositions upon 
which vou based your letter are not correct. This was not a matter 
taken lightly, it was not done to succumb to a clamorous minority, the 
City does not get the revenue, it is not a speed trap since it received 
considerable publicity and a grace period of six weeks was given. 

Although I am sure this will not satisfy your concerns, the fact is 
the law is the law and just as 49% of tne users of the interstate in 
Maryland continue to exceed 55 miles an hour, based upon the most 
recent study, that does not make that speed limit any less the law. 
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